Anniversaties commemorate important occasions. Once a year, we mark weddings, birthdays, and memorable-and sometlmes hagic---€vents. We might think that because we note these events each year, the observation is about the passage of time-that we are somehow marking duration (or 
why JMI is hard. Our authors often go out on a limb and take the editors with them (and sometimes authors aren't far enough out on a limb, and the reviewers and editors must nudge them further).
-/Ml is also hard because of the editorial commitment to be different-to cover what is not generally covered in traditional management joumals and to give space and freedom to forms of expression that do not fit with the traditions of academic writing. In the first piece appearing in this issue, Alan Glassman and Thomas Cummings (2011) Responding to critics (e.9., Bedian, 1996) that the author's voice was being lost in the review and editorial process, coeditors Paul Hirsch and Kim Boal sought a mechanism through which authors' innovative ideas and perspectives could be privileged and escape the often homogenizing process of review and revision. Their solution, inspired by the fetters section oflrzerican Psychologisl, was to formalize a more public process, allowing critics and advocates to comment on published work. It is but one ofthe mechanisms that have evolved to solve the problem of staying legitimate in the academic community while making space for those who challenge its conventions.
The trick, as Glassman and Cummings (201 l) point out, is to maintain a level ofquality and rigor that rivals the major joumals in the field while clearly being an altemative to them. This accomplishment has been the result of ongoing work by writers, ediiors, and reviewen to get it right. The early pioneers at "/M,f were establishing an organization with a distinctive identity (Glynn & Abzug, 2002) We know of no joumals that wouldn't love to publish creative research, but the publication process and the norms of subject matter and metltod can be an impediment to the publication of studies that deviate ftom them. As Glassman and Cummings (201l) 
